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RE MARKS. upon Sir / exander b Cuming' s ASE 
4H E 1 1 to his f orm 

before the Lords of Seſſion, has in his printed Caſe, uf d the ſame with laying a great 
many pretended Miſdemeanors to the Appellant's Charge, but all theſe being ſupported by 
nolegal Proof. (except the Reſ pondent would have his qwn bold Aſſertions to be taken as ſuch) 
amd being ſafficiently diſproved by the Appellant's Caynter- Eyidence , nothing was found at the 
Bottom Far Calumny and Miſrepeſentation, invented to ſupport the Reſpondent's illegal Grant, 
and to none of which the Appellant did ever plead the Indemnity (as is moſt untruly ſugg eſted 


in the Reſpondent s Caſe) but by undiſputed Evidence diſproved every thing laid to his Charge © 


155 Judges (who are obliged to obſerve what Crimes are pardon d by the Indemnity) being of 
Opinion all Miſdemeanors Prior to it were pardon'd did of themſelves, without any Application, 
by the Appellant ordain both Parties in their Preſence to debate the Extent of the Indemnity | 
and by a . Sentence they gave it as their Oppinion that ſuppoſing any Mifdemeanors had 


been proved againſt the Appellant that the Indemnity pardon'd them, arid this occaſioned the 
Hts" not giving any Sentence either upon the Proof of theſe Miſdemeanors „ brought by the 


 Reſpandent, 'or of the Counter-Evidence adduced by the Appellant to diſprove the ſame, but 
the Indemnity. was not pleaded upon by the Appellant but only in Obedience to the ſaid. 1 8 
Order; for he was very deſirous the ſeveral Miſdemeanors ,* with the reſpective Proofs of both 
Parties might have been examin'd by which Means * Calumny of theſe groundleſs MifJemeanors 
wou d have been eaſily diſcloſed. 

But that theſe . Miſdemeanors are e al of a Dove with the Reſpondent 8 other Allerttone, 
mere ee e is evident from, 
That the Appellant was ſo far from being the Occaſion of exaſperating cheMa giſtrates 
as obliged them to lay an Arreſt on all Sach Effects in 1691, that he was the only Were has. 
procured the Arreſt to be taken off and had the Thanks and a Reward from the e Burroughs . 
for ſo doing, which had he occaſion d they never would have donc. 

That the "Appellant * was ſo far from doing any thing to the Prejudice of the Royal Burroughs by | 
_ concluding the Staple Contract in 16c 97, that they gave him a Reward of 250/. ſterling for his Pains in 
that Affair which was concluded to his late Majeſty and the Royal Burrough' s entire Satisfaction and the 


+ 


2000 Ducatdouns was the ordinaryGratification given by the Ton Campwere to the ee $Prede- - 
only acquainted, | 


elde for their concluding a ſtaple Contract and wherewith the Royal Burroughs were 
The Impoſition upon Corns was done in 1692, by the Authority of the Royal Burroughs, 
That the Appellant was ſo far from Renouncing his Juriſdiction that he relieved the Srotceh 
'F aQtor from the Dutch Juriſdiftion and ſaved him from the violent Proſecut tion of Duubeldt, who 


bad debauch'd his Wife. 


The Apellan . Saple, and raking che Money: on that Account, 
vas never ſo "7 N RAR 


The Arreſt laid upon Reyxs Bffeds in 1697, was in ante of an Action cocky 8 
- againſt him at the Hague by the Agent of the Royal Burroughs, for the ſaid Reyx's anbanting. 
900 l. Flemiſh of ee Ne the Appellant had the Royal Burrough's Authority. 

The Apellant never had any Controverſy with the States, nor did the Appellant ever impriſon 
any of the Queens pject 
mit oners of the Royal Bur ghs Made thereof, yet the ſame was never approved of by them. 

That the Appellant can never be blam d for appointing his own Secretary his Deputy, who was 
ay well lib for that Office, as was alſo the other Gentleman W 0 of, and both zes; 
Tous for the Privilege of che Nation. 

_ Thar by the chird and thirteenth Articles 11 the Sta ale: Contract, oil y Para 50 Campoere 

are. precluded from Trading in Staple Goods, and it was never ſo much as pretended they did. 


N 59 | re tho all theſe pretended. 7 were fully argued before the Lords, yet they nd 
. only one proved, ix. The Communicating the Scotch Privileges to Foreigners: toon this the De- 


cres appealed againſt 1 1s only e ſo tha all . calumnious Repreſentations are. entirely 
baut of the Caſs, | 


But the Reſpondent, "he better | to ie. the e of his Cale; brings Her 0 Majeſty 


5 a a joint Reſpondent } tho' the Appeal i is not brought, againſt Her Ma zeſty for the Reſpondent's 
Intereſt, Vis the only thing conſidered in this Decree, the Lords: having 8 his Riphe to the 
___ Office, by Vertue of his Commiſſion, and the Gonaden of Her Majeſty in the Reſpondent's Acti- 
„ Oo was nd more than what the Law of Scotland allows to every Subject in Suits 56 this Nature, 
PE io and which the Appellanc likewiſe had in his Action for reducing the Reſpondent's Commiſſion. © 


Nor can the Opinion of Lawyers be of any moment, ſince they muſt return Anſwers as 8 


3 = made to them, and how fairly the Reſpondent wou'd do that, is caly rden the. 


Keſ onden ts ten d Witneſſes of any, me as force, Bnce ah two of ag 195 ay thing relating to 


. "The 1 80 dre the 2 lan 14 5 hopes. thei Lordſhip wi il ba ave no Regard to the Reſpo * ah 
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I . Pradiſe, Sharia the 8 af this Suie, 


but hon vefy- ſt Grounds; and whatever partial Report the „ DE 
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